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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1. Claim 26 is objected to because of the following informalities: the word "stop" in 
claim 26 has no antecedent basis, may be a typing error, suggest change to - step --. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-5, 20, 23-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Stis [US. 2004/0113781]. 

In claims 1 and 20, Stis discloses a prescreening device for supporting a metal 
detector comprising: a top panel and a plurality of sidewalls defined an interior 
compartment containing within a metal detector for detecting the presence of metal 
placed in proximity to the top panel (platform 10; figs. 1-4). 

In claims 2-5, Stis discloses the top panel is made of material not detectable by 
the metal detector [0049]; the platform 10 is rectangular in shape (figs. 1-4); the top 
panel includes a visual cue (indication means; [0019]); the sidewalls comprise a bottom 
portion adapted to support the apparatus (160; fig. 4). 
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In claims 23-26, Stis discloses a method of prescreening individuals at a security 
station as claimed (fig. 5; claim 9). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 9-10, 12-13, 16-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable by Stis. 

In claims 9-10, 12 and 16, the prescreening device of Stis further comprises a 
display unit connected with the detector to display information (28, 128; figs. 1-2, 5); 
although the display stand is not disclosed, it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made, a display can be mounted at 
a place of choice by user, such as on the rail 134 (fig. 4) interconnected to the top panel 
and the sidewalls of the platform 10 of Stis. 

In claim 13, Stis discloses the visual cue ([0019]; claim 9c). 

In claim 17, Stis discloses detect the presence of a contraband carried by a shoe 
placed on the top panel [0013]. 

6. Claims 6, 14, 18 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable by Stis in view of incorporated reference of Rodriguez [US. 5,039,981]. 

In claims 6, 14, 18 and 21, Stis fail to disclose the metal detector support is 
movable; Rodriguez teaches the detector's position relative to the top panel's height 
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level is critical for the sensitivity of the detector (col. 3, line 33 - col. 4, line 2); It would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made implementing a movable support would facilitate the calibration of the detecting 
system and therefore optimize the sensitivity of the system. 

7. Claims 7-8 and 19 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable by 
Stis and Rodriguez in view of D'Anka [US. 3,059,780]. 

In claim 7, Stis fails to disclose aperture on the sidewalls, D'Anka teaches a 
support comprising apertures on the opposite sidewalls with a beam sized to extend 
between the apertures. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to implement the support of D'Anka to Stis metal 
detector support to facilitate adjusting the position of the detector therefore optimize the 
sensitivity of the detecting system. 

In claim 8, D'Anka support shows access to allow passage of an object. 

In claim 19, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made a detector can be small in size and can be attached to 
a structure by an elastic band. 

8. Claims 1 1 , 15 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
by Stis and Rodriguez in view of Sillmunkes [US. 4,400,002]. 

In claims 11,15 and 22, Rodriguez shows in figure 3 a top panel with inclines at 
the two sides (see the hatched portion of 34); Sillmunkes teaches a mounting step 
structure comprises an inclined surface to prevent mud or dirt from being carried over to 
the other side. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
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time the invention was made to implement a top panel with rearward portion lower than 
the forward portion for preventing dirt from being carried to the other side. 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Karmi et al disclose threat screening of step-on or laid-on items. [US. 
2004/0222790] (7/1 8/2003). 

Candelore et al disclose hands-free metal detector. [US. 2004/0178789] 
(3/14/2003). 

Nelson discloses wide area metal detection for security screening crowds. [US. 
2003/0080868] 

Brestel et al disclose controlled substance detection and identification (fig. 56B, 
shoes scanning). [US. 2004/0051867] (9/12/2002). 

Peakock discloses sandwich panel structures for supporting shelves. [US. 
3,844,231] 

Brinn discloses Magshoe, 10/31/2004. www.isreal21c.org . 
Magshoe, press release, 10/31/2004. 
http://www.terminalsecuritv.info/page.cfm/T=m/Action=Press/PresslD=44 . 

1 0. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Anne V. Lai whose telephone number is 571-272-2974. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 am to 5:30 pm, Monday to Thursday. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hofsass Jeffery can be reached on 571-272-2981. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

A. V. Lai 

May 27, 2005 . 



JEFFERY HOFSASS 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600 



